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pcmaPKS/ ARGUMENTS 

Claim* 1 -7. 10-45, and46 - 64 appending I n the P-esent application. 
Claim, 1. 17. ,9 - 20. 22 - 24. 26 - 28. 30 - 35. and 37 have been amandad, Ctam 8. 9. and 47 have 
been canceled, and new Clain** 55 - 63 have been added. Applicants rcspectfully request 
reccns^icn of the preen, Cairns ,n view of the foregoing amendments and followng ,emar*s. 


I. Pft fpal Matters : 

Talophnna Interview 


Applicants wish to thank Examiner Grayson and Examiner Calvert for the courtesies extended 
to Applicants during an April 9, 2003 telephone interview with Applicants' representative and one of the 
inventors. During the interview, questions regarding the Final Qff.ce Action were answered and 
differences regarding the present invention and the prior art of record were d.scussed. 


Allowable Sublect Matter 

Applicants wish to thank Examiner Grayson for Indicating that Claims 14 - 15 and 53 - 54 would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form. As Claim 14 was rejected and as Claim 16 corresponds 
to Claim 54. it is presumed that Claims 15 - 16 and 53 - 54 should have been indicated as allowable 
and Applicants have acted accordingly. Applicants have already rewritten Claims 15 - 16 and 53 - 54 .n 
independent form in the response filed on December 16, 2002. Accordingly, it is respectfully submrtted 
that these claims are now allowable. 

II. PTIW Art Ructions: 

RAiertinns under 35 U.S.C. S 102(b) 

Claims 1 - 3, 6 and 8 - 13 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 3.901 ,236 to Assarsson et al. (hereafter referred to as the "Assarsson et al. reference"). 
This rejection Is respectfully traversed. 
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Claim 1 of the present invention is directed to. inter alia, a web comprising superabsorbent 
material and fibers wherein at .east some of the fibers are coated onto the superabsorbent matena. 
£ formation of ft. web. me web is formed whito the superabsorbent materia, contains a 
t has absorbed, and at .east some of the Hquid absorbed in the superabsorbent matena, ,s remove 
after formation of the web and wherein the web comprises a superabsorbent materia, intent of aUeast 
1*60% by dry we,^^ 

theShakeoutTestassetforthinthespeciflcation. Claim 17 of the present invents* directed to. Inter 
X web comprise fibers and superabsorbent materia, having a superabsorbent matena, content of 
at,ea S tabout600 A b y dr y weightandthewebex P enencesaweb,ossof te ssthanabout9%when 

TuLjeld to the sJeo^t Test as set f6rth in the specmoation. Calm 28 is directed to. /n.er a,a. a web 
comprising fibers and superabsorbent material, wherein the web comprises a superabsorbent matena, 
content of at least about 90% by dry weight and the web experiences a web loss of less than about 
58% when subjected to the Shakeout Test as set forth in the specification. Claim 35 is directed to ,nter 
alia a web comprising fibers and superabsorbent material wherein the web ,oss experienced by the 
web when subjected to the Shakeout Test as set forth in the specification is not a monotone 
nondecreasing function of the concentration of superabsorbent material in the web. Claim 37 .s 
directed to. inter alia, a web comprising fibers and superabsorbent material wherein the web loss 
experienced by the web when subjected to the Shakeout Test as set forth in the specification ,s a 
monotone nonincreasing function of the concentration of superabsorbent materia, in the web. Cla.m 39 
is directed to. inter alia, a web comprising fibers and at least one superabsorbent matenal at least 
partially coated with the fibers, wherein individual bodies of the superabsorbent material have bonds 
with each other, with fibers that are coated upon other bodies of the superabsorbent matena,. or wrth a 
combination thereof, and the superabsorbent material comprises a composition that forms such bonds 
upon removal of a liquid contained in the superabsorbent material. 

The Assarsson et a,, reference is directed to hydroge, particles that are coated with fibers to 
form extremely small fiber coated hydroge, composites or particles. These fiber coated hydrogel 
particles are small and designed to be able to pass through a 5 mesh screen (Col. 5. lines 1 to 7). This 
Indicates that the fiber coated hydroge, composites of the Assarsson et al. references are all less than 
equal to 4 mm in size. The fiber coated hydroge, particles are used with fibers in the formation of a 
fibrous or cellular matrix for use in disposable personal care articles. 
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.tlsrespecMy summed the. the Assarsson e.al. refines 
Accents' claimed Invention. The Assarsson et el. reference (alls to teach or suggest Applets 
^TJln as V fiber coated hydroge, partc.es are coated and men dried t«or. they are used. 
^Tplble absorbent arttfea of the a™ e. a,, reference rery upon rnecban^, entanglement 

MW x (see Abstract,. As set form In Columns 8 and 9, in an the processes us* I to fonn the «be 
coeted hydroge, parUdes. the fiber coated hydroge, parses were dded ^« 
orcein matrbc used toformthe composites of disposable absorbs, r»d* as shown atcolumn » 
wherein the composites are passed through a 10 mesh semen before being formed into a librous or 
cellular matrix (Col. 8, lines 66 to 68). 

As Applicants specifically^ , 
reference fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. By drying after web formation, the 

web of the present invention has improved web integrity due to extra bonding, such as hydrogen bond 
formation in addition to mechanical entanglement of the fiber coated hydrogel particles. Thus, 
Applicants achieve the desired shake-out properties. In the present Invention, the improved integnty 
reflected by the improved Shakeout results show that the formed web of the present invention has 
different characteristics than the fibrous or cellular matrix formed in the Assarsson et al. reference. As 
seen in the Assarsson et al. reference, it would not have been obvious to one skilled in the art to form a 
fibrous or cellular matrix incorporating superabsorbent material having a liquid content level of the 
present invention due to manufacturing process concerns. The differences as seen in the webs of the 
present invention and the fibrous or cellular matrix of the Assarsson et al. reference may be the result 
of bonds, such as hydrogen bonding, between the fibers, the superabsorbent material, and the fibers 
and superabsorbent material as well as mechanical entanglement of the fibers and superabsorbent 
material in the webs of the present invention. As shown in Comparative Example 2 and Table 3 of 
Applicants' specification, webs formed with dried particles have much less desirable shake-out 
properties. Table 3 shows that tor the present invention, the webs have a superabsorbent material 
content of at least about 60% by dry weight and the webs experience a web loss of less than about 9% 
when subjected to the Shakeout Test as set forth in the specification. 
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However, for fibrous or cellar matrix made accordtog to the Assarsson et al. refer*,*. 
(Compare Example 2>, the matrix experience much 

especially as the amount of superabsorbent materia, in the matrix * increased. Thus the fibrous or 
X rlx as taught by the Assarsson et a,. Terence Is no. the web as taugM In the present 
"wnta. This may be caused by the fact toat the Assa-sson et al. refcrerKed^^rflbarcoa^ 
h^oge. parties firs, (see. Co,. 8 lines 66 to 66, such that any resultant matrix would have 
shaKe-out properties. Accordingly, the Assarsson et * reference teaches away from Applicants 
claimed im-ntion of not drying the superabsorbent materia, until after .he web Is formed, especdly 
si^emefiber coated hydrogelpartdes of the Assarsson etal. Terence are ^ 
matrixes 7.llnes36to41)whKx,lswhatoccurredin(^p8rativeExample2(Page23.l.nes30to 

31). Accordingly, it Is respectfully submitted that the Assarsson e. al. reference fails to «*ch or suggest 

Applicants' claimed invention. 

For at least the reasons given above. Applicants respectfully submit that Claim 1 is allowable 
over the art of record. Claims 8 and 9 have been canceled. Furthermore, since Claims 2 - 3. 6. and 10 
- 13 recite additional claim features and depend from Claim 1. these claims are also allowable over the 
art of record. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 

Claims 17-52 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Pat. No. 
5.516.569 to Velth et al. (hereafter referred to as the "Veith et al. reference"). This rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

Applicants' Invention may be relied upon as discussed above. 

The Velth et al. reference is directed to absorbent composites including a web having a fibrous 
material and a particulate superabsorbent material. 

It is respectfully submitted that the Veith et al. reference fails to teach or suggest Applicants' 
claimed invention. The Examiner relies upon a shake-out test provided in the Veith et al. reference to 
state that the Veith et al. reference allegedly teaches Applicants' claimed invention. However, 
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ADDlicants have defined Mr Shekeout test as set forth In the Examples and this Shakeout test Is no. 

VeZTa, rrference are no, commensurate .n scope w«h Applets- «*™* W * 
preference, *e samples are prepaid such .hat if a tissue was used to tan. a ^ *» *~ 
lams dunno the shak«ut test and the samp* Is pfcced between the spunbond and the » ««. 
Z g coi 13. lines 7 wo wherein, prtortoshak**. the superabsorbent matenal Is comply 
surrourldbytissue. However, as se, forth In Applicants' ShaKeout test, if a tissue was usedin 
making me composite, then the tissue is removed prtor to running me test (Pace 18, l,nes 27 to 29) As 
sITme Ve^ e. aL Terence, me ,ssue acts to ho* a greater amount o, superabsorbent partes 
in place such mat a lower shake-out results man if me tissue had been removed. 

The tissuels needed in the Velth et al. reference because the tissue is the mainreasonthe 
superabsorbent does net shakeout since me superabsorbent particles are not attached «Nn the web 
i„ me manner that Applicants- claimed superabsorbent particle are attached. By forming me web and 
men d*ng. me superabsorbent particles are better attached In Applicants- claimed Invent™ and me 
tissue is not needed to reduce shake-out. As such, since me Veith et al. reference uses a deferent test 
for shakeout and since the Veith et al. reference fails to teach drying of the web after format.cn of me 
wrt meVeimetal. reference falls to recognize, teach or suggest me advantages of drying the web 
after formation to reduce the shake-jut of the superabsorbent without me need for a tissue. As such. rt 
i, respectfully submitted mat the Velth et al. reference fails to teach or suggest Applicants- damned 
invention. 

Additionally, in regards to Claim 36, the examples in the Veith et al. reference show that as the 
amount of superabsorbent is increased, the level of shake-out also increases. This would be expected, 
especially since the Veith et al. reference attempts to minimize shakeout through use of the tissue, as 
described above, and not by forming a web and then drying, such that the superabsorbent is better 
connected to the web. However, as claimed in Claim 35. the amount of shake-out generally decreases 
as the amount of superabsorbent increases, and this aspect is not recognized, taught or suggested by 
the Veith et al. reference. Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that the Veith et al. reference fails to 
teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. 
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Fina.lv in the Ve«h et al. reference, the amount of water .coated in the composite is much icwer 
than » ctelmed invent, In th. Ve»h e, a,. France, the maximum 

30% water, or a 0.43 9 water/a superabsorbent. As previously amended. Oa,m 39 requires , * He 
^Ir/a superabsorbent Therefom, the Velth e. a., reference also fairs to teach or sugge* Hi 

ZL^ ciatmed invent. As such. « h respectful summed tha, Ve«h fata to tea* or 
suggest Applicants' claimed invention. 

For at least the reasons given above, Applicants respectful* submit that Cteims 17.20.24,28 
35, 37 and 39 are allowable over the art of record. Furthermore, since Claims 18-19, 21 -23 25-27, 
29 34 36 38 40 - 45, and 47 - 52 recite additional claim features and depend from one of Cla.ms 17, 
20, 24, 28, 35, 37 and 39. these claims are also allowable over the art of record. Accord.ngly. 
Applicants respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 

Ructions unr Uras if S C. 6 103(a) 

Claims 4 - 5 and 7 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
Assarsson et al. reference in view of U.S. Patent No. 4.354,487 to Oczkowski (hereafter referred to as 
the -Oczkowski reference"). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicants' invention may be relied upon as discussed above. 

Applicants' discussion of the Assarsson et al. reference may be relied upon as discussed above. 
The Oczkowski reference is directed to drying methods. 

It is respectfully submitted that the combination of the Assarsson et al. and Oczkowski 
references fails to teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. As previously set forth, the 
Assarsson et al. reference fails to teach or suggest the formation of webs while the superabsorbent 
material contains a liquid that it has absorbed such that beneficial shake-out values are obtained with 
the resultant webs as set forth in the present invention. It is respectfully submitted that the Oczkowsk. 
reference fails to remedy these deficiencies as the Oczkowski reference has no teaching at all to form 
webs and to dry a superabsorbent material after forming into the web. not before. As such, it is 
respectfully submitted that the combination of the Assarsson et al. and Oczkowski references fail to 
teach or suggest Applicants' claimed invention. 
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respectfully request withdrawal of this rejection. 
HL Conclusion ; 

For at least the reasons given above. Applicants respectfully submit that Claims 1 - 7 1 0 - 4* 
and 47 ^r^entable subject ma«er. Accord A^M -W ■— « - 

these claims- 

The foregoing is submitted as a full and complete Response to the Rnal Office Action mailed 
February 25, 2003. and eariy and favorable consideration of the ciaims is requested. 

Shouid the Examiner believe that anything fcrther is necessary in order to piace the application 
in better condition for aiiowance, the Examiner is respectfuliy requested to contact Applicants 
representative at the telephone number listed below. 

Please charge any prosecutional fees which are due to Kimberly-Clark Woridwide. Inc. deposit 
account number 1 1-0875. 

The undersigned may be reached at: (920) 721-7671 . 
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CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 

Judy Caret, hereby certfy that on AP^O^ 
States Postal Service via facsimile number (703) 872 saw ^ 
1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 
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